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GENEVA: RUSSIA: OPIUM 


J a BRITISH Conservative Govern- 
ment has already made three impor- 
tant moves on the international chess 
board—in Geneva, in Russia and in Egypt. 
Towards Geneva it has showed caution, 
towards Russia thinly veiled contempt and 
anger, and towards Egypt a recrudescense 
of imperialism in its most dangerous and 
least creditable form. Of the latter it is im- 
possible to treat this week other than to 
say in passing that the Foreign Office has 
apparently seized upon the execrable mur- 
der of the Sirdar as an occasion for press- 
ing previous claims which had no remote 
connection with the crime. But it must be 
said that Mr. Austen Chamberlain, in deal- 
ing with the recent Russian developments 
and with the Sudan, was following to a 
logical conclusion the inevitable course in- 
dicated by the unbending attitude of his 
predecessor, Mr. Ramsay MacDonald. 


Geneva 

The Foreign Office last week requested 
the Council of the League to omit discus- 
sion of the Geneva Protocol from the 
agenda of the December meeting in Rome. 
Press interpretations of the announcement 
as the “scrapping of the Protocol” brought 
forth official denials and the explanation 
that the new Cabinet had not yet had time 
to consider the Protocol fully, nor to con- 
sult the Dominions as to their attitude. 
The Government, it was added, continues 
its policy of favorably regarding any at- 
tempt by the League to settle the twin 
problems of disarmament and security. 

The postponement is not of primary im- 
portance in itself. The ultimate British 
attitude, however, will probably determine 
not only the fate of the Protocol in its 
present form but with it the fate of the 
projected League Disarmament Confer- 
ence. Judging by current comment, Aus- 
tualia and Mase Tantand anvtoiniy and Can- 


ada probably are hostile to some of the 
provisions in the Protocol, notably the so- 
called Japanese amendment. And the 
British press has shown little enthusiasm 
over the economic sanctions, the compul- 
sory arbitration clause, or the possible use 
of the British fleet. 

One thing is fairly certain:—as a re- 
turn for concessions embodied in the Lon- 
don Agreement, France was promised at 
the London Conference the measure of se- 
curity for which she has sought since 1918. 
Indeed, it was freely said that if M. Her- 
riot failed to get such a concession, his 
Government would fall. That the British 
Cabinet has given due consideration to this 
undertaking is indicated in the intimation 
from “official circles” that British public 
opinion favors security for France and 
other nations, if not directly by means of 
the Protocol, then by other measures that 
would obtain the same results. 

The Protocol is the only existing docu- 
ment which meets the French demands. 
Destroy it, and the discussion returns to 
the old bases—an entente, a plan yet un- 
born or a repudiation of agreements. 

Russia 

The Anglo-Russian treaties were form- 
ally denounced by the Foreign Secretary 
(November 21) in the following curt note 
to Rakovsky, Soviet Chargé d’Affaires at 
London: 

Sir: His Majesty’s Government have held 
under review the treaties negotiated by their 
predecessors with the Government of the 
U. S. S. R. and signed on August 8 last. 

2. 1 have the honor to inform you that 
after due deliberation his Majesty’s Govern- 
ment find themselves unable to recommend 
the treaties in question to the consideration 
of Parliament or to submit them to the King 
for his Majesty’s ratification. 

AUSTEN CHAMBERLAIN. 

On the same date a letter was des- 
patched to Rakovsky, declaring that the 
Foreign Office had proof of the authen- 


ticity of the now famous Zinovieff letter; 
that it was but one instance of subversive 
propaganda which the Russians “perpet- 
ually indulged in”; that such activities 
were inconsistent with the solemn under- 
takings given by the Soviet Government 
and that the latter “‘would do well to weigh 
carefully the consequences of ignoring this 
pronouncement.” 

In a third note Rakovsky was inform- 
ed that the Foreign Office, following 
the instructions of Mr. Ramsay MacDon- 
ald, had declined to receive his note of 
October 27, which characterized the Zin- 
ovieff letter as “an impudent forgery” and 
stated that the Soviet Government would 
insist on an adequate policy and punish- 
ment of the British officials involved. 

Despite this correspondence, Great Bri- 
tain has not withdrawn the de jure recog- 
nition accorded Russia by the Labor Gov- 
ernment. It takes little perspicacity, how- 
ever, to see that Anglo-Russian relations 
are now more strained than at any time 
for years past. British editorial opinion, 
while generally approving the tone of the 
notes, clearly wishes continued and in- 
creasing trade with Russia. Whether Mr. 
Chamberlain’s Curzonic methods and man- 
ner will clear the air and result in a hum- 
bler and a wiser Russia, or whether they 
will beget a retort which will end all nego- 
tiations, is for the morrow to bring forth. 

CHRISTINA MERRIMAN. 


HE ACTION of the Geneva opium 

conference in selecting the plan of 
the Advisory Committee of the League of 
Nations as a basis for its deliberations, 
does not in itself prejudice consideration 
of the American proposals introduced last 
week by Representative Porter and Bishop 
Brent. This fact has apparently been the 
subject of some misunderstanding, due 
perhaps to confusing reports from Gen- 
eva, and inadequate knowledge of the 
American plan. 

In using the Advisory Committee plan 
as a working basis for a new convention, 
the conference is adhering closely to the 
program outlined in the Assembly resolu- 
tion authorizing the conference, and is in 
fact accepting the greater part of the so- 
called American plan. For the proposals 
of the Advisory Committee, as far as they 
go, are practically identical with those of 
the American plan. Both plans are 
drafted in the form of amendments to The 
Hague Opium Convention. Both set out 
to limit import, export and manufacture 
of all habit-forming drugs and raw ma- 
terials to medical and scientific require- 
ments. Both provide for an international 
Central Board, (although that proposed by 
America is independent of the League), 
vested with authority to receive advance 
estimates of medical narcotic require- 
ments; to receive annual statistics of pro- 
duction, manufacture, import, export, etc.; 
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and to fix the amounts of the reasonable 
requirements of any country which has 
failed to provide estimates or which, in 
the opinion of the Board, has submitted 
an estimate in excess of reasonable re. 
quirements. Furthermore, both plans pro- 
vide for an elaborate system of import 
and export certificates designed to contro] 
traffic in all habit-forming drugs. 

The American plan, however, is more 
far-reaching than that of the Advisory 
Committee in that it extends those sections 
of The Hague Convention dealing with 
raw opium and smoking opium. First, it 
is proposed to amend Part I, dealing with 
raw opium, so as to provide for strict 
limitation of raw opium and coca leaves 
to medical and scientific requirements. 
Second, it is proposed to amend Part II, 
which provides for gradual suppression of 
smoking opium, so as to bring about com- 
plete suppression within ten years by 
means of a ten per cent reduction of im- 
ports and exports each year. Lastly, a 
less important amendment provides for 
universal prohibition of the manufacture 
and distribution of heroin. 

These amendments, it is clear, go to the 
root of the problem. They provide for 
control at the source in such a way that 
there will be no surplus available for non- 
medical and non-scientific use. In the 
opinion of the American delegation they 
are essential to the effective application 
of any scheme of international control. 
Accordingly, the American delegation is 
reserving the right to present to the Con- 
ference any suggestions likely to further 
effective control. While there is apparently 
some doubt as to whether the conference 
will permit amendments dealing with raw 
and smoking opium, on the ground that 
these subjects are not provided for in the 
agenda, the question has not as yet been 
definitely decided, and it is to be hoped 
that in the end the scope of the conference 
will not be in any way restricted. 

In the meantime, there is ample room 
for close cooperation on that part of the 
agenda on which there is common agree- 
ment. The Conference has made a favor- 
able start and by providing for public 
meetings, even in committee, has ensured 
a full and open hearing of the whole prob- 
lem. Canada, China and Japan have 
strongly supported the American pro- 
posals, and Persia, it is reported, is willing 
to abandon opium production if granted a 
loan which would permit substitution of 
some other crop, without serious loss in 
revenue and economic depression. W.T.S. 


Conference on Progress in Internationai 
Relations, under direction of the N. Y. 
Council for International Cooperation, 
December 1 to 3, at Y. W. C. A., 600 
Lexington Avenue. For information, ad- 
dress Room 801, 15 East 40th St., N. Y. 
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